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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 13 is directed to an article. The article 
comprises a carrier wave, signal means for data mining and means for processing a 
cookie. Page 10, lines 4-12 of the specification points out that the subject matter is non- 
tangible. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Appleman et al. (6,081,788). 

As per claim 1 , Appleman et al. teaches a method for tracking and reporting 
traffic activity on a web site (column 13, line 59-column 14, line 33); storing a web page 
on a first server coupled to a wide area network, said web page having web page code 
and data mining code including a cookie processing script (column 3, lines 9-17 and 
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column 16, lines 39-45); uploading the web page to a visitor computer responsive to a 
request over the wide area network from the visitor computer (column 4, lines 27-31); 
operating the data mining code on the visitor computer to obtain web browsing data 
(column 11, lines 24-55); and operating the cookie processing script on the web 
browsing data to obtain new cookie values (column 16, lines 39-45); and storing the 
new cookie on the visitor computer including the new cookie values (column 16, lines 
54-67). 

As per claim 6, Appleman et al. teaches the step of generating a new cookie 
includes the step of operating the cookie processing script on an old cookie associated 
with the web page and previously stored on the visitor computer (column 16, lines 39- 
45). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 3, 7, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Appleman et al. (6,081 ,788) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Pogueetal. (6,112,240). 

As per claim 2, Appleman et al. teaches the mentioned limitations of claim 1 
above but fail to teach the step of receiving the new cookie values at a second server. 
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Pogue et al. however teaches the step of receiving the new cookie values at a second 
server (column 7, lines 11-22). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to modify the above limitation to add the step of 
receiving the new cookie values at a second server in order to identify the client 
computer and/or the last web page in the web site that was visited by the client's 
browser. 

As per claim 3, Appleman et al. and Pogue et al. teach the mentioned limitations 
of claims 1 and 2 above but Appleman et al. fails to teach attaching the new cookie 
values to an image request associated with a designated URL source; and sending the 
image request to the URL source. Pogue et al. however teaches attaching the new 
cookie values to an image request associated with a designated URL source (column 7, 
lines 11-22); and sending the image request to the URL source (column 5, lines 16-30). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the above limitation to add attaching the new cookie values to an 
image request associated with a designated URL source; and sending the image 
request to the URL source in order for the browser to retrieve only the files having the 
exact URL of that requested by the image tag. 

As per claim 7, Appleman et al. teaches the mentioned limitations of claims 1 and 
6 above but fails to teach the step of overwriting the old cookie with the new cookie. 
Pogue et al. however teaches the step of overwriting the old cookie with the new cookie 
(column 7, lines 11-22). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to modify the above limitation to add the step of 
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overwriting the old cookie with the new cookie in order to track the number of accesses 
by a particular browser on a specified client computer and to store the most recent client 
information the in the client information database. 

As per claim 8, Appleman et al. teaches the mentioned limitations of claim 1 
above but fails to teach the steps of: detecting that an old cookie exists on the visitor 
computer associated with the web tracking events on the visitor computer; processing 
the old cookie using cookie processing code in view of the tracked events to obtain new 
cookie values; and replacing the old cookie values with the new cookie values. Pogue et 
al. however teaches the steps of: detecting that an old cookie exists on the visitor 
computer associated with the web tracking events on the visitor computer; processing 
the old cookie using cookie processing code in view of the tracked events to obtain new 
cookie values; and replacing the old cookie values with the new cookie values (column 
6, line 52-column 7, line 22). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify the above limitation to add the steps of: 
detecting that an old cookie exists on the visitor computer associated with the web 
tracking events on the visitor computer; processing the old cookie using cookie 
processing code in view of the tracked events to obtain new cookie values; and 
replacing the old cookie values with the new cookie values in order for performing the 
process of gathering and storing client information on the tracker each time a web page 
from the web site is displayed by the client computer. 

Claims 5, 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Appleman et al. (6,081,788) and Pogue et al. (6,112,240). 
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As per claim 5, Appleman et al. and Pogue et al. teach the mentioned limitations 
of claims 1, 2, and 3 above but Pogue et al. fails to teach compiling the web browsing 
data into a web page traffic report; and posting the report for viewing over the wide area 
network. Appleman et al. however teaches compiling the web browsing data into a web 
page traffic report (column 13, lines 1-30); and posting the report for viewing over the 
wide area network (column 13, line 59-column 14, line 33). It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the above 
limitation to add compiling the web browsing data into a web page traffic report; and 
posting the report for viewing over the wide area network in order to allow mentors to 
identify and track users visiting particular web sites. 

As per claim 9, Appleman et al. teaches a method for analyzing activity on a web 
page of a web site (column 7, lines 41-49); embedding data mining script within a web 
page (column 3, lines 49-58); embedding cookie processing script within the web page 
(column 16, lines 39-45); operating the data mining script on the client node (column 11, 
lines 22-55); operating the cookie processing script on the client node (column 16, lines 
39-45); and returning data resulting from the operation steps (column 15, lines 17-39). 
Appleman et al. however fails to teach sending the web page to a client node. Pogue et 
al. teaches sending the web page to a client node (column 2, lines 38-46). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the above limitation to add sending the web page to a client node in order for the Java 
tracker applet to obtain further client information and direct such information to the 
tracking computer. 
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As per claim 10, Appleman et al. and Pogue et al. teach the mentioned 
limitations of claim 9 above but Appleman et al. fails to teach the step of operating the 
cookie processing script on the client node includes: reading a cookie value from the 
client node; tracking events on the client node; processing cookie value based on the 
tracked events to obtain a new cookie value; and writing a new cookie value to the client 
node. Pogue et al. however teaches the step of operating the cookie processing script 
on the client node includes: reading a cookie value from the client node (column 6, line 
52-column 7, line 10); tracking events on the client node (column 7, lines 29-47); 
processing cookie value based on the tracked events to obtain a new cookie value; and 
writing a new cookie value to the client node (column 7, lines 11-22). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
above limitation to add the step of operating the cookie processing script on the client 
node includes: reading a cookie value from the client node; tracking events on the client 
node; processing cookie value based on the tracked events to obtain a new cookie 
value; and writing a new cookie value to the client node in order to obtain client 
information such as "total number of accesses" and "time of accesses" for a web page 
that is downloaded onto the client computer. 

As per claim 1 1 , Appleman et al. and Pogue et al. teach the mentioned 
limitations of claim 9 above but Appleman et al. fails to teach the step of returning data 
includes the steps of: embedding data within an image request associated with a 
designated URL source; and sending the image request to the URL source. Pogue et al. 
however teaches the step of returning data includes the steps of: embedding data within 
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an image request associated with a designated URL source (column 7, lines 1 1-22); 
and sending the image request to the URL source (column 5, lines 16-30). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the above limitation to add the step of returning data includes the steps of: embedding 
data within an image request associated with a designated URL source; and sending 
the image request to the URL source in order to provide the response that the browser 
should receive when the tag is read and executed to the client information database. 

As per claim 12, Appleman et al. and Pogue et al. teach the mentioned 
limitations of claims 9 and 1 1 above but Pogue et al. fails to teach compiling the data 
into a web page traffic report; and posting the report for viewing over the wide area 
network. Appleman et al. however teaches compiling the data into a web page traffic 
report (column 13, lines 1-30); and posting the report for viewing over the wide area 
network (column 2, lines 45-64). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to modify the above limitation to add compiling the 
data into a web page traffic report; and posting the report for viewing over the wide area 
network in order to allow mentors to identify and track users visiting particular web sites. 

As per claim 13, Pogue et al. teaches a computer-readable modulated carrier 
signal (column 7, lines 11-22). Pogue et al. however does not teach means embedded 
in the signal for mining data from a client node; and means embedded in the signal for 
processing a cookie on the client node. Appleman et al. teaches means embedded in 
the signal for mining data from a client node (column 3, lines 49-58); and means 
embedded in the signal for processing a cookie on the client node (column 16, lines 39- 
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45). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the above limitation to add means embedded in the signal for mining 
data from a client node; and means embedded in the signal for processing a cookie on 
the client node in order to in order for the Java tracker applet to obtain further client 
information and direct such information to the tracking computer. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Appleman 
et al. (6,081,788) and Pogue et al. (6,112,240) as applied to claims 1, 2, and 3 above, 
and further in view of Shrader et al. (6,374,359). Appleman et al. and Pogue et al. teach 
the mentioned limitations of claims 1 , 2, and 3 above but fail to teach the step of 
decoding the new cookie values to obtain the web browsing data. Shrader et al. 
however teaches the step of decoding the new cookie values to obtain the web 
browsing data (column 2, lines 45-64). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the above limitation to add 
the step of decoding the new cookie values to obtain the web browsing data in order to 
determine whether the user name and password in the resulting derived value match 
the user's user name and password. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Ahlberg (6,405,195) teaches a system and method for 
collaborative hosted analysis of data bases via a network portal. Liu et al. (6,839,680) 



Application/Control Number: 10/053,541 



Page 10 



Art Unit: 2141 

teaches internet profiling. Messer (5,991,740) teaches a data processing system for 
integrated tracking and management of commerce related activities on a public access 
network. Capps et al. (6,735,691) teaches a system and method for the automated 
migration of configuration information. Gerace (5,848,396) teaches a method and 
apparatus for determining behavioral profile of a computer user. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ranodhi Serrao whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7967. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:30pm, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571)272-3880. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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